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(ii) ^ ^ ^ sVll I 

(iii) FWcPT % jm ^ ^ ^ 3TR5m lT*TRf % if 51^ ^ 25% 

% ^ 21TI wm % fijtk 3fr? ^ w^renr (xpjafr'r^r^t) ^ 

Tn^ g5t ft? r-^ ^ % 1%q% ^ ^ arrom ^ t? ^ ftrfrar ^ 

50% ^ I 

' (iv) % arr^ 22 2000 % an^ ^ TPrafitr^ g5t % «ncr^ ^ am^ itw 

sisj fctjxrrar itot^ cpt %c]cT 25% crgar tsiTTr i 

(v) ^ arf^Ei t % cjf ^ ^ an'^OT trw ^ l^'iiqi itorI cpt 25% % f$TT an^wp 

wjcRT an^ ep^? i 

(vi) cffr ^ ■gt q? fcRP^ tp'HT ^ciT%iT si^ aiRSRT imR RffcRi jjfsprrr % wr (HI^-A-h rrt 

^ % 1^ '>f<-ftcpr4 t ar-Rtir I f^rfZi^ cR’-en^ si^ arRstR 5Rfr^ % g^TcTR % sn^ ^ ^ cPFT ttut # i 

fR^r RoTT wT^ciT af!^ i?rr5'^t!T tgag? ■^' gR^RT ^ sn^ ^r tp?T rr 11 ^ arRSRT ’TOT^ 3 rt cfr^ % 
fR ffcT JTSR jR ^ n ifttRRtft Ijii OT^?r aRTlIljl 11 

(vii) cfRR -gft ?T?it ^ argfTR, tpYitr c^I aigg^-l % Trgjr tafrcTf^ '^Rj^ WFR '^-V ^ ?Rtp jm 

cicf cfTf TfPScp^, afR tMt V ^ g¥T f^fTEPT ^-3Rf SPa' <?ll§'?I+|t|l'fl 'Pl'il % RSRR afR PIlRcRf % 

■f^ t3r?[% cRr % iRp cR aff^iitr gRir-p fiRg rpt cit^ g?EP tR viHcH^y crprtt ^r^ii i 

(viii) M ' ^xeeT ' f i ^[Rrtr iRt jri ot:!? V sisJ % ^ ^ ^ Trpf ^r I^RR^c '^r ai&Ep 

fch\||i|| ERJR f?P^r 'afrar f RT f'ff PRPR t' :- 

tP.'TT. 78IH f^P^RTT RW? 

(RTf ifte? ^■) gRisr if) aigtfiT'r ^ % rtr % arg^y 

1. tR^RR^T Tfpfe RKtr .^..J394l 60 /- 'pqg 30/- 

Cf?t BTfT cfTRT ?Itg #3 - - -- 

2. tR^^eRT ^ 701 30/- ^tRT 20/- -’PRtt 

¥I OT 4TRT TR^-tPT^ 

(ix) FPi^ fEjfcr aigM sp wrcp^ fTi arf^r-P ^ ttett 11 ^tepM ^ f*1 tstT^ arraR r? 

RWTcFT % ‘ffT^ afR Ci4 fp feR !T>1R ^RR fp fRt? WT 11 

(X) EfRiR tT fPcraRf f^,-qj TpTf f fjp (26 'PR'cRf, 1998 % 4RR cPI 12, aigRiq 111, 'Rs 1) ‘afsi iff cf^ t? 

tRp sTR gR Ep »IR[ ^ -jiRtyp %^TT uiTCRTT ^ ^ cTTfRRT tp^ tR ^ % fRt[ ^ ^ cPf #1t I 
(xi) ?rat% Ff-r 10 arfiR, 2000 cpI 'Wct % '•fRRRr % arfSrgf^ fp 22 rpct, 2000 "fp apR^r % argPiR 

(FRRRO jmfRpT cRi q-tr FcTCT ft>Rrfr *1100% fflf #>■ fRt? ^fiFPF t cRpffir F^r ^RtRftft R apg^ cpRf f % 

cTF RprpM pR aft? CRT % PFf fp csrgfTR F^er f^RTip fp amiR q? RRRrt tpRt afR ffR cRJR 
3Tf§!^- m cpq?T cp?R -<pT arrarqcp qrlRr cfR i 

3. *!0 trM % apRp^ cR qf^ ^RniRfl afR FtTF TmpPTafr cR ?p-fi TR^fer qf?rt^f?r Rfsirafi cpt ftrqf&riff % fRt? 

•iRt tt^ aSti WRT fttqRrrfr EPT ?TR RFlfRfRF t .- 

Sfttp cpfRRt gwg (TRRMfsn^) 

(I) RRrpM 5RT crgR f^-q qp ?# sRr strstr trtr qsfi % 4Rr ft? cp?r ^ argpq f afr? rst fcp F?r cp?r gfr 
^ gR cpRi Rq Rpj an^qcp fEpg tttt % arg^iR griFRf wi % fev ctcptsi;? 11 

(ii) arpRcP qiTFci R qaf 3n?5rRl ?Rpff pftr qq arl^RTp qwf cR rptct cpi artR -mFcpr q? ftct tft 11 
(ill) tRRR qfPT q; ttIRepct qqrppr R, '^Rrl^ % f^tj ^ cpR apRr 'epItrI! tR fppff ^r qrRT e^tth % 

F?i t-pr! r-r-:'-> .‘i.-’ fR,T,T cpi -,r^ cPTFt rpf EffF oT^ ?lRl Ft? qrR cR ^pRl RPpR i gRpR-T F^P RepRI % qRtiTPT % 
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^ ^ UTsf ^ izRfJ^ f^tw^ftv t] ^F •tfcT i? cTF flt^ cf?t ’jf^ % f^ cfiFff 

c^ WT ^ t #■? 5^ efTl^'r!?];?r 'T?! ^ W5<T ^ SRI^ 7®T ^ ^cpcTT t i 

(iv) ^ % >Fm %, ^ F f4-> ^ ?l5t "SIT ^ ciTOTcT ^ ^ qSTt ^ ^ 

cp?R % STpFT 1 1 3T?r: fcRR ft^JT RTai I 

ciftcT 'ipm 3fnp (€HM) 

(i) qfR % ^ FT^ % qrma, cpra^ anf^ ^ sr?cR wif # ^ I FiRife ^ V ^fTt 

RT?#¥?n % f^<?T *mcrri) % wr a? f?R>r ^ ttzjt t cPtaciT t7?R ^ arR 

f&qfea ^ ^^Rnr i ^Rtapr qRi?^?1cRrr ^r cp# f^r, f^'<t>'ecicff Rtr ^ ^ cPFif arrEpf^ 

% '5^ # l?rP=iR R'aiy^ RT% ^ 3TraRR>aT f. i 

(ii) W^ ti0e<-plc1 #, 3?R5TR wmif ^ Wf^? 50% gR^T a%T ^ tl ^kRT 25% «/^ a?R5RT JRTR 

cfR% €hjxfa^ 5RT crt cPT F5 riut-i t-prINt crt^ f sfR 37? a^sfr ^31%"^ 11 

(iii) aFRR IRTT^ % ^R?T ir, IRM 10 3Ti^?l, 2000 cHt Oiin'ijfiicr €lT?\RTiff % 3fr^?T % Ci^^^R qc^ f^RRT 

cj^q % ara ^ 100% ^ % f^ wrt # i 

(iv) I 5 i 4 ^f) ^ qsT ^ Rsr ^ ^ ■••.-■?R fe-qr qqr f aflx'- ^i-iqni.'':: fjRi qqr fVra wr 

cTPJ fcbql RPRTTI 

’d?r^ chw+i FivJ'd i^vilic’d 

(i) 26 qRcffI, 1998 spl ti^i ^rr % f^qr qqiq % 'cPi an 30/- qqR qf^ ’feq 

S?TI 

(ii) ?q ci®q RH% ^ % %qqr PTUR 30/- ^qq q)^ cpf #cR sji, RrffmqrJt % 60/- qqq qf% q^ ’fteq 

f^tRT^r q? qRR 11 ^ trM Ff%qT qJl qRR qR% WT q^ % PR afR q:q q? HPJ qq % ^ jcRtqf^ 

qq 'cJcT^'d qRqr qrfeq I 

(iii) qRR qR^r % 'aqq %■ qRjq, qq? q^ arf^Icp ^qq #q RT^ rTTF'aqqRI ^ qfR q5t ^qqt?)'(f1 q5t qqf % qpT 
qq vicvl'tS qR% 24 qRqft, 1999 q^ qq feR3T qi I 

(iv) crRir aifflq ijeiqqitft gqqR xr qqRt qj) qqrfRT 'iRR ^ 11 VP VFI i-ft fc^ 'qiq jmR 'i'4cqi<fl ansjR 

q? RPM qR f4q Rl# f cfr qF RPT qqtqq spt # fteRT qittq I >3Rqqr qF RIF^aqR) % aR[R[q ^ 
^RPRftl 

(v) qf^ €tiRpr4t Tj4cqi41 anqR qq qqRl q^ wa qR4 ^ Rp-iq qjqqr t af qF 'gf4f?^cr qR4 4) f4> qF 

RRT Pfqtrfq q^ f^CTII, Xjq^ qqqq 3?q?q qilfirel fcpqr 'CiTR | 

f^^'Rna 3ffq> g>fqp?f (crtRflqf)) 

(i) Fq qRR q5T qrqq ^q> qqqq ^■qiq q# f^qr 11 Fan q^a-R^ q^t g=R%1^ 11 

(ii) Rrfttqr aqfiqDT ^gqqr ^ q^ arRSRT qqR ^ qR ^ q^ qaiqr Tiqi 11 fr^ ^rtr RTF^a qjRF 4> qR 
acRw f^RiT qqr t, Rlf4> ^FqR ir aif^TR 11 

(iii) qF qqFT R qiF? t qR arRSRT qjRF q^ qRR 3^ ^RT qM qqr, Rqf4> qF Rrfifqr Reft qq flaar q^ q? I 

(iv) qRR R qqr qaar t % rtfRimR ^ 25% arfcTRiF qR arRsiq qqR arar qRR % fonr rffIR rrf Rt ti aq 
qRR qqiR) t at FaR 25% R affRq? ^ q?)! Rt ^ ^jR Rt ar aipRt i i 

(v) aiFRa qRR % arjEsq-r' (a) R qga qq R qRrqr ^rar f f??; qR R' qn % argaR aaj caFaa q^iq? 
qR qgRt Rfrw tp ,'Rxt ^ I qvFT RqtRa aiR q^ar^ R qqi afaafea qR R ariRqj q^ q'R ^ft R 
Rr FaR aitiqq IRrit aw afR qw %qa qRR % ar^aR q^ IRr arq i 

4. RtqqRtRt R ^[fRa ^rf t % RtqqRtRt 9 q^, 2001 qR RRaRtat R R^ I afR a# V qR cRt aiFRfRa qq RR aicR 
Rga> ^qqr^ R fRrqfRfea qaaR R aqf^ q^ Ft war ■- 

(i) qR arRaa sarR ^ aaFR % i -4-99 R? aa R. RtRt-i 1033/7/95-RtRt 'gRi aRfRa fRRRr R? arfHR 25% 
R qfFTqR 50% f^pqi aai 11 
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iStfrrJTJt. 2001 ^ sm ^ ansm twr 8 1995 

50% ^ ^ tngcT %iT qpf 3,^ f 3j>l^ prrfir^m^ % at^^ft^rr ^ ^ ^ afR ^ 

'fm?r5p jpT<ini 

(ii) ^ITORWI ^r? ^ c1T?#n W4>K ^ ^'TPlcRft afR WRPT RJRT 3Tfjl P | jjH , 1963 45^ gRT 49 (3) 

?Rff % af^^TR Tjgr#( 

(iii) #r3^ % ^ I afl? ^ V 6i^ g>t ^rr srt cf5t 'nt sft afR gn ^'^wiRg) - ^10 

afR *t0 '<'’■5 ^ RRT gR^ ^ R?gicT ^ ^RR tr I Ffj^ i;fy>i 

Ji^ gRR CR fWRR gR^ ^ ^ anq^ ^5OT4t grf^ ejti wf aik % ar^^? zur 

gRR sTb} 31R9RI mu^ afR q^ROI 5P1I^ ^ ^ JigjR ^ ^ 11 


5. qm qgWw[ gS) ^ qiqr q^irsp fe^qnft Ji5[ qf^ ^TetM afR <10 trM ff%qi q(? [g fe 

'g:qqT^ jfti 

6. ?qr TO ^ qi^vR % ?icTrq cR^: qqr ^ f, 5 ^?^ qjq^ afR <10 aRRT^ ^ xju^S JfRT q^ aRqRjqq ^ 

qm^qqqq^qw% ir qR<r%1^^qzn«jr3fR9q^, 2001 -4 't^q q ^o? !%qrggi^gqqi#^q|efti ajq^ 
'q.pslcl Rutq % fcTq^, #qqtM % ift ^qqi^ <r qm eir l •ynqi^ <[ p l nfclf^d f^ qq %q qq si :- 

iftm 

(I) qsJ afRqnq JWR (^Ianqq[)) % qro <f #qq^<^l ^ qRR qq aigqraq qRqr qif^ i ^ ^qi q? g^cqrft 25% % 
wiq qq 50% q5t q^;cft q# qR qiq>^ i 

(ii) qjfil ifiaiR# <r qRfigq 1?^ ^ncir t eft ?<t gqro ^ fciq q>Fi qpiKH 11 

(iii) ?qi^ qic=qq g?i qnp t % Piftqi anq^Ri q?) ■yq-ii <f jftanqqft qq q^ f^qi qw i «pqR Rl^qi ^qn 

% ^ qRpqi i 

(Iv) cnq q q»ft ^Stenq# Pivqtf)d ^ qrqKiT 11 qRqrRt an^ ^)qqq^ % qijSjqqq ^ qffl^tcr q^f qR qTq»% i 

(v) ?<r a)i<i | (^ qft '^Pr % q’flqR’q <i qq^ ^ i ?q fqiqq q^ q'-SNiq % fciq qR% t, q>iql<Hq qenq % 

q^l qflij qt jitJ) qsr arfST'gJ^ q^ % qiq4 <r qq <t qRfigq qRqr qifeqi 

(vi) qRfiqq ^ q^ ^pir^qr q^ 1 1 25% ^ qqr^ 50% qR^ ^ qr^ PlTDii q)5i m4'ii ( ?<f 50% 
^ % qR ij vHiqqji’O ^ an^ cfl qRrqq: ?q qRR # q# qR^ I 

(vii) qRR <r 4 ) aiR ' ^ sj> qR <1 fcRtq 11 cflqqqi) % an^ % qiRiq ^ f^iqr ^anqqf) <1 qrqrigq qR% % qR <r 
qi)^ 'ii® q^ ^1 

(viii) P)f2n;i ■yqqi if q>?i qqr qrq q^ ^ TO ^ ai^-HR ^THTI qilqq'SI^I anar to qrq>qt ^ ftr 
fSr^ qq RT^ q>) q^ ”4) i 

Ao 3iTOi^ 5 ^^ (R+q-ft 

5q ?feqr ?> qrorr f i 

^q ftRft ftqRr qsi anqqr'q qlTOi ar^lq q€t an^ i qrt^ '•ft «nqq rr^te qeJ anqftq qRift ft? t^iq 25% arqi 
TO qrqrai 1 1 pq 20 zpftq cqr5#!iqrft 1 1 Fqrft ^ groi q^ qft RT qrqr^ I 

qRRftxfqrqjsftq^Fiqqrfrf^qft qiRr^TOf|qqrq^ynirf^iq^ f(q1 qr#qft gq- qiqiqW^TOft 
% fc^R ^iql w qrgqr qnr qqt to qiqrft #i ft to ^Rlqi qieci ti 
ojfjRft ftr qqflqRR ftr qR ft f) ’ft ^ # qrqqqr ft I qq^ qrft afR fftro to qrqnFT qRi 

WT qqnqi (qftqyifl^l) 

jftarrqqft qRR ft rjqqq ft I 'jqr ^ gqrqr qft) 'oicd ri qrqrqT I 

25 % ijfarrqqft qqift ft; qR ft qrro ft ft) xrqj rjtpqg ft I Fift TOR ft) ^RTTqr^ qft qqr TOTO ftrq qro ft I 

jftanqqft qqiTO 50% qRft ft? qR ft qft 1995 ft rR) qiqqqf) anftm ?ft TOcT qftf fan qi I 1999 ft Rq?ft 
aigqqrqcp TOct ^rr qq Fift qq^qr^ qft 11 qrqqrrft fftftqr ftr qfqft ft Fift 5 ^ gftcroft qro % RPJ f^qr ft, 
Fciilftr TO FP €RrjFft arl^Rq ft arr gro qr I 

^fft anqqq ^ qq n^ 4 > tor ft Rpr-fft^ ft 1 qigqr qr^r ft qrft) qiqcft % qftft ft) arfftrgrRrq qq hi*j qft) qft 
■ni fti 


(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 

(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 


(iv) 
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(v) iiF ijs?^ cirawT 11 ^ iR^rraT? ftrq i ci4 ^ arrql^ ^ 7# 11 

5^Mc1 ^ 'Jllkl'H I 

(vl) arafSr C^ -Efl^ 11 ^10 4f^/*l0 ^t. ^ ^STR ^gf?mT 3lte 

arafSr % ^ T[^ #1 ^ ^ ^ ^tht ^ 

clfiRT 3ffq> q>fTrrf (^hlfrlft) 

(i) ^ 1Srt?i^p gt 3f1?mr # I ^ I 

(ii) t ^RR ^raf % Tj^, w?W % ti Hw ^ arnpi^ ^ mwr ^ ^ Ml 

3 i'^*!jT, oTP'r sM ciicil 'Jifid nRR^ilcr ^ ^ fpnj ^irr^icit <U '(41 sVfl i 

7. STIR ^ ml?j0'!ui ^ 22 2000 ^ anM # ^ sfRWR smRf ^ M ^ ^ fetqf&rrfr ^ 4 arr^TT ^ Msrr ^ 

fclk; gRT ^RR ^mRftpT ^ ^41?!^ *11*101 4 ^itt> an^TT mRa fMiT 1^ I vd+1 *11*1 ol 4 3TR5M ^RTR o11*J_ 5R^ 14 rt4 ^ 25% 

iR r 34 afR (do^icfln) ’jacT 4aTRa % anM ^ M a^RfR 50% aR4 a5t trrrt f44 ^ M 4 (22 Mr, 

2000, % arr^Ti 4) a5t arf *14 MM 4 al^l^ci aaM ^ ^aMra ^r 4 ^ fVra 4t ^ fMr aar # I 4^ f4ferf4 4, M 
arRSRi fTRvtf arrf^ w 14 M ^ TnfsIaRR ^ sRiar 4* M 4 acftofr w ^ aiM 4* 4? '?rt 4 g^fRf' 

MRMfMiTaaTfri 

8. aiM a5t Man4 % Mra M "fTRir 4? 4 afR ^ftgar gaM 4 Mf a4 eq?T 4 

'('(sil ^ f4*lfolfecl f^44 n*?*a ¥t4f 1^ :- 

(i) 40 rjMt ^fMr % ^ M an^flRT Mrt % aMa (^ 13 ^gsr^, 1998 ^ wMf 1^) 20 Ma irr Mn 
w ti 

(ii) f4l4iR: aRR 4 Mor 25% % ^gaaia 4? M ^aMr rmfSiH fMr w 11 8 M, 1995 % wM) 

anM a5t RiarMt a M 50% 41f4a*r rsa ^s^m MM a aR 4MM) 4 aM M 4, tMaa ra 

qRiM 4 ^3RT aRuim Mf Mr i MMM M a? MM ?a 1998 4r aM)) 

*j45iM 4f RPj Mrr rt 4, aF trw ?r^ argatfer t, ^ MM M t ft? f4MT M 

Mt (^ arM 4, aRi4f M Mt) M t4MT 4? Mft 4t Tjai w sra fMa afiaar avhl^d (afR, w 4) tjMM 
iTRTa 4) Mt Mit rt ttw I Ma 4 % ^rM anM 4^ 4r=5>T Ftfr ^ 4t w Mora M % ara 4i Ma 
4 f4f4ai (arM( ^rtt) 4 f4f4fM 14Mf M na arteaur Mf ^ ^fRPar i wat 4, aiM 4, 4MrM 

aRR 4 Mra ■aa 4 f 4 f 4 fM ^aaReir ^ M 4 a 4 )f 4 na a 4 rjfe a 4 (*jifcM rraia aRrar Mt-aaia 4 ) 
afta aa 4 rt*j M) aR aaiar i 

(iii) 4 o trM 4 4 ^ 4 M Mr % Mr arr^era Mrar ^gMiaa M Mt, aat^ aM arM 4 

'a*il 4 a f 4 f 4 ar a?ar 44 f 4 ‘Mrar aa Mt acMs Mf fMrr *iai eai aF a^ aa Maa? fMrr rt aaiaT ®it 
R af 4 > aMi 4 ara 4 Mi aM aRR a^f fMrr Mrr, 14 r 4 fStMr '^a 4 a 4 atrwrR atRar aa rMr fch^ii *ni 
• an Mr Mr m ara M Mf arrwa atRar 4 a# aa aai 4 i M ata ?a aRR 4 aiaa Mn Marl Mi a 
aR 4 4 R) arRT aar Rt f 4 f 4 ar aiRr a 4 f aR m 4 f 4 f 4 aT aMiR) 4 RfMtMr Rrawrafr 4 (an 4 f 4 a) aRa 4 a 
aR 4 % ar 4 4 firaaaa aR Ra >4 11 ^ a 4 arRHR atRar aa amM 4 a 4 Mr gaara) a< #f a 4 f, arf 4 g 
aaiRia Mtraa aa 4 ) aara aa 4 f 4 aR-f 4 a 4 aR 4 afR *54 atIMM Praiai afR M 4 a 4 ^ ai 4 t a 4 f ^a 4 -^ 
arraiRa aiaRa 4 t 4 )' 4 aafM ^rawr rpj aa ?4 % M amrar, frM a? arMpaa aTa 4 t afR 4 ?r M ^ 
mMa aiS Rar arFari 

(iv) 4o a4M ?f%ar 4 ar^Maa Ma # M 5 ^ aR rM gra 4ka4t4t 4 ^ arR Rar aa 'arfta gaaraf' 4 
aaia1f4d Mi aMl 4 4t rtj aR 4) M ti aa^ar f4Mi RfeiRr % arr^lai 4 af4 aaga Mr M t at 
4M4t4t ait 3ta4 gra Mr aa 44 aaratRat a4 a% a4 aiaa aRar Mti afR ataafMt % am fMaaar 
aai4 41 foia, arMaraiat (4o a4M ^Rrar) ^aair ara Mr, aa4 Fa4 aF4 aF (aTfitRa!) 41 si laaaR 
Fiat aat 4ar % aa4t4tan^ 4 a^ gaart 4 arar Ma at i 

(v) arMaaiat 4 arwra 4^ afR aa4i 4^ara 4at 4i M a4 % ata 4 arIMjRia a4 4 arr4ai dis4a % 
ai4 4 4t armrMa Mar 11 FTortf4i a? arat aeatmai ^ 4 a4t t, 4taa4t4f 4 aF aiF4 at^ Mrr t f4i 
aF aRR 4 f4f4Ma a4 an aMir argaaa aR rft 1 1 aRR 4 f4f4a arafMta 4i airaa aa4t4t gra agai 



6 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part HI —Sec, 4] 

ttt Tf age^-lll % ^ (oi) afR 'prrf^r^fvfDT') % tjtt 5^ 

^ W^TT 'atf% ^ 1MK'IHH ^ afR 15'HcM #5f TRI 3nT^ ftftRI Wff 

^ »tstvJi aftr JTP’RR % ftnj % *tr ^ af^RTW ?irj_ tr ftwn Rmmr i" ^ 

^mrRT ^ (^) ^3^ (3) R5T R3RqR-f?lRltJI $, ^ wm ^ afR ^-arR ^ Rpp' ^ 

%, f^Rl^ WT RRT t "cHI^^R ?JcRj - ^ Ri^TR t. RRTJfiT ^gwr 

?n?#mRf IRT fiRqr ^^nrfRT ^ -R«!r % uRrp M ^ ^ ^ ^ arttR ^r if Ri ^ i" 

RfeifcT RK ^ ft ?3T RTftr cn?#fT?ncn afR cr?#rri^ ftfr rrr ^rrfftr r 5I ?Rft R 
ftl I RRlftr R5T M 3TR5RT RRRT ^ RIRR % R? ’flTR R^f RR RR^RT ft ^gRTR R#f RR RRTcTT, R# 

^ R# ftRR RR af^RRR R5^afR^R^dftRRr^R#R?f^RTRRR argRRJT R^l RRT^ % 
RRRRT R?r RRJ RRRT ftff ■g*it % RPft ^ RRR ftOT I ^ RF RR t ft RRR ^ atjudq-lll if RRFR ^ (ft 
(R%t 4) Rif?t RRRT t ft 'RRRRR fts afR ^-aTR #R' ft ftRftr ftftTC: (ft ftr arranftft 

RRIR ft RR if ft!3RT ftRT I ftft fftift if, aRRRtRR RR 5R ftftr if ftf^ R?^ Rft 11 

(vl) 'g'lqi^ if, aORfftr ft cftftRR % RR ft^ft fftn RRT RTI RRft ftSRTR ft fftR aTIRfftf ‘>jfif R5f 

Ri l ftdR WPT ft ftR 'Jjfir ft RR if RPR fftRI RRT 11 R? RR^ WT ft R«RKRR> RIRdI t afR ftftt -RIRplftRR 
ft fcft Ril^ ^ Rft 11 RR^RR R? RlftRRR ftftRftft RTf cRft ft (afffti) ftftRR ft fftR ftR RR ftftoTR Rvftf 
RR ^g?nR ftar 11 

(vii) R i R i ch I cTift if T3RT RTf RIT ^ arjftj fftRT ^ ftlRif RTfftf^TRT fM ft 'jftr: RRlfftr fti" RR 'ftgRT Rft 
Rjftp ?Tft RR gR: RRlftpspr Riftr RR RTRRTR fftRT RRT 11 RR^ f?RftRW ft aTTpflRT if, jfR R3RTR RR ijftcT: 
arjRRR RRRT aTTRRRRT pft ftRTI 

(viii) FTctffft ftRTPT RT^RR cRFRT RR RPTcR 5R RRftnfftft ft fftTTRTfRR Rsftt if ft R# t, fftf iff Rft 3TTR«PR RpRRT 
ft araftr RRft RT^R it 5RTRR "’ft ftRft (ftp RRT RT, afR RRft ftRft if, ^g3TTR fftrr RRT fft RtTR fftRT RRRR RRT 
fftsTTRR ft fftR 'RTTfftTRf PFTTRT t ftft ^ %FRR fipRIRR ft fftv Rft 'RTRf aiRRR ftft RtflR | ^ Rft 
3TT3RTR RftTRT ft Riff ^ftft Rft ?R RRftlTf%Rf if ftlR R^ Rif TRlft Rtft t, ?RfftR RF Ttrf^tRRRR ?R sflft Rff fttR 
R^f RftRT I ftRT Riff ^ RRRR ft ^ RR RTfifRRRR Rft aTTRSPR RpTrRT/R!f aTIRRRR RRTR RTt RRRR fftRTR-ffttft ft 
fftRft^RRfftftRRftl R^^PfttrftRtfftF^RPlftif 18^, 2001 Rft ^ ft^RT ^^RRI^ if fttRR^ if 
^gSTTR RR RRiKIcRR) Rc^vIV ftf ^ R)FT fft ?Tr RfpRTRR RTf ^ Riftt ft fftp jjft 3TTR5PR RpRRT Rjf RtftRR Rft RR 
RRpff tl ^ RRR ft fftv RR fftftT fftRT RRT ^ fft RR iRigft RR fftP ^ fft ft fR R7 

ftfRftff^ ft RTR arrir Rff RTRftR Rrif I 

9. RfftPTRfRPR, a4^jR) Rftt aft? RRR ftTrR--fft[Tft ft RTIRR RR RR RlfEfRPRR fftRfftfftR fftfti RPpR %■- 

(i) spf 3TTWR RRTRf if ^fft ft RTi if i|0 pftfftf Rf^ RR aTHR^RR 'ffttpK TR fftRT RRt afrf ftfRRftftf ft 
RtfftPTRRtf RR Rfft Rff aHyTTi RTRftt Ri’<i| ft fftp RTRT RRT ^ I 

(ii) 'RTRPPT ftR afft tRT-3TR ftR ft PTTRftR ^PRT' ft at^Rfftp RRR ft RT^ if i|0 Trftf^t ^f^RT RR arWTI^RR 

at'RflRjIR fftRT RirfR ^ I 

(lil) ariRfftR ijfir ft' RflRrRR ft RT^ it fftiTR fP (aifftl) RRTRFt ft fftV fttRRft^ eft ^RTfR fftRT RIdl $" fft RR 
RFTRR efPR RR fftffSRR Rft I 

(iv) ftlRtftfftt RR "gSTTR fftP ^RRT ^ fft RF R^RR ft aT^Et^-lll ft -aTRifR ftR (R) if 'dH^TP R?tlRR R'jft iJRhp 
^ (R) it RftRRPT fft^ (ftfcl) ftf R5^ Rlfft RfftR ^ RR fftftR RR RTRRT R RTRR R? I 

TTR, Rm, 3T!R8^ 
[R, IrWPI/ 1 43/2001/aiRTRlRR] 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 28th September, 200] 

No. TAMP/20/2001 -CHPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48 and 49 of the Major Port Trusts 
Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the representation of M/s. ACT India 
relating to licensing of JD-V berth at the Chennai Port Trust as in the Order appended hereto. 
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Tariff Authority for IX/laJor Rorts 

Case No.TAMP/20/2001-CHPT 


M/s. ACT India 


Applicant 


Vs 


The Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) 


Respondent 


O Ft P E Ft 

(Passed on this 30th day of August 2001) 


This case relates to a representation made by M/s, ACT India about certain 
issues relating to an agreement entered into between them and the Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) 
for licensing of JD V berth along with transit shed and its back up area for a period of 20 years 
from 4 June 1998. 


2 . 


In their representation, M/s. ACT India have given the following points: 

(i) . As per the agreement, in addition to the berth hire charges, the licensee shall 

pay berth reservation charges equivalent to one day average berth hire 
charges or 25% of the berth hire charges of the vessel’s stay in berth, 
whichever is higher. 

(ii) . This fee is payable in advance before commencement of each year. 

(iii) . During the first year of operation, the CHPT advised them to remit 25% of the 

berth hire charges as Berth Reservation Scheme charges. However, during 
the second and third year of operation, the CHPT, citing a communication from 
the Ministry of Surface Transport (MOST), advised them to remit 50% of the 
berth hire charges as Berth Reservation charges contrary to the agreement 
conditions. 


(IV). The TAMP vide its order dated 22 March 2000 stated that berth reservation 
charges will be levied only at 25% of berth hire charges notwithstanding the 
communication from the MOST. 

(v) . The TAMP is requested to pass necessary intermediate order to the CHPT for 

retaining the berth reservation charges at 25% of the berth hire charges. 

(vi) . The TAMP may also take up the issue whether such berth reservation charges 

are applicable for berths licensed through a tendering process. The tender 
document does not envisage payment of berth reservation charges. It sought 
only a throughput commitment and payment of licence fee. The TAMP Order 
is required on the larger question of paying the berth reservation charges itself. 

(vii) . As per the terms of the agreement, the entire transit shed excluding the first 

floor on both sides of JD V sheds and its back up area attached to JD V shed 
berth as detailed in schedule-1 of the contract shall be provided to the licensee 
for storage and handling of their cargo at the licence fee chargeable as per 
Scale of Rates. 
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(viii). For the area adjoining JD V berth with AC sheet roofing rental more than the 
rates specified in the Scale of Rates is levied as given below; 


s. 

No. 

Location 

Area in 
sq. mtr. 

Rental charges 

As per the 
agreement 

As per the 
Scale of Rates 

1. 

Shed area with AC 
sheet roofing 

3941 

Rs.60/- 

Rs.30/- 

2. 

Platform with AC sheet 
roof 

701 

Rs.30/- 

Rs.20/- 


(ix). Despite our various requests, this overcharging has not been rectified so far. 
We have been advised by the CHPT to remit the storage charges for the 
second and third year of operation on the above basis. 


(x) . The agreements provide that (Article ill, Clause I, page 12 of the agreement 

dated 26 February 1998) as and when Scale of Rates is revised once in three 
years the same will apply for the area licensed to us. 

(xi) . While we agree for a 100% increase in the lease rental over the (then) existing 

rates as per the TAMP Order dated 22 March 2000 notified in the Gazette of 
India on 10 April 2000, we request the TAMP to pass necessary order to the 
CHPT and revise the base for lease rental as per the Scale of Rates and 
refund the excess money collected from us. 


3. A copy of the representation of M/s. ACT India was sent to the CHPT and all 

concerned representative bodies of port users for comments. The comments received are 
summarised below: 


Madras Chamber of Commerce and Industry (MCCh 

(i) . The berth reservation charges being levied by the CHPT are in consonance of 

the agreement between the parties and so long as the terms of this agreement 
are fulfilled, the Applicant is committed to pay what is being contracted. 

(ii) . The Applicant has in fact been passing on the cost of the additional charges 

incurred towards berth reservations to his customers. 

(lii). With the imminent operation of the Ennore Port, a very substantial amount of 
the cargo presently being handled in the JD of Chennai Port comprising of 
thermal coal destined for the TNEB will get shifted to the new port. While the 
concerns of the Applicant as a result of this development are understandable, it 
is our view that he can market for replacement cargoes to offset this loss and 
thereby maintain the revenue levels at the licensed berth. 

(iv). With regard to the storage areas, our position is that the rates being charges 
by the CHPT are in fact in accordance with the agreement signed between the 
two parties. Hence should be viewed accordingly. 

Tamil Chamber of Commerce (TCC) 

(i) . After commissioning of Ennore Port, the CHPT will lose major bulk cargo like 

coal etc. Eventhough at the time of calling for tender for Licensing of JD v 
berth, it has been specifically mentioned that coal will be diverted to Ennore 
Port. Considering the present circumstances, various concessions in rates for 
attracting cargo other than coal from the neighbouring port need to be offered. 

(ii) . At this juncture, it is not advisable to increase the berth reservation charges to 

. 50%. We fully endorse the rates fixed by the TAMP to levy berth reservation 
charges only at 25% and it is very reasonable. 
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(lii). As regarding storage charges, the ACT India has agreed for 100% increase ih 
the lease rental from the existing Scale of Rates as per the TAMP Order 
notified on 10 April 2000. 

Ov). Similar agreement has been entered with another party for JD I berth and the 
decision taken by TAMP is to be Implemented for them also. 

The Chennai Cuatom Home Aaonti' Aaeoclatlon (CCHAA) 

(i). On the day of entering of the agreement - the 26th day of February 1998, - the 
Scale of Rates prescribing the rental charges was Rs.30/- per sq. mtr. 

(li). Aware of the fact that the rental charges per sq. mtr. was Rs.30/- the Licensee 
has entered into an agreement for a rental of Rs.60/- per sq. mtr. M/s. ACT 
India should have at the time of entering the agreement pointed out 
discrepancy between the Scale of Rates and the rate applied to them. 

(iii) . Instead after entering the agreement, and after the lapse of more than a year 

the Licensee has written to the.Port on 24 February 1999 referring to the Scale 
of Rates oftheCHPT. 

(iv) . The present request is to waive the charges on a retrospective basis. 

Assuming the charges are waived and on a retrospective basis, such benefit 
must be passed on to the end User. As otherwise. It will become an unjust 
enrichment to the Licensee. 

(v) . If the TAMP decides to waive the charges on a retrospective basis, suitable 

provision must be incorporated to ensure that the benefit is passed on to the 
end User. 

Hindustan Chamber of Commerce (HCCI 


(i) . The agreement is not drafted in a systematic manner. There are many 

repetitive Clauses. 

(ii) . The notice Inviting tenders does not talk about any berth reservation charges. 

It mentioned only about the licence fee, which is covered under the agreement. 

(iii) . It Is not understood how the berth reservation fee find a place in the agreement 

while the same was not a part of the tender conditions. 


(iv) . It is seen from the agreement that the licensee has agreed to pay additional 

berth reservation charges of 25%. When the agreement is in force how the 
same can be increased to anything beyond 25%. 

(v) . Article-Ill (H) of the licence agreement very clearly indicates that the licence 

agreement applicable as per the Scale of Rates shall be collected for the 
storage area. If the port Is collecting more than the rates prescribed and as 
stated in the agreement, it is to be amended and the charges to be collected 
can only be as per the agreement. 

4. The CHPT has Intimated that the CHPT will not attend the joint hearing on 

licensing of JD I and JD V berth at the CHPT scheduled to be held on 9 May 2001 for the 
following reasons: 


(I). The berth reservation charges has been Increased from 25% to 50% as per 
Government directions conveyed vide its letter No. PT-11033/7/95-PT dated 1 
April 1999. 
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The Government vide its ietter dated 15 February 2001 have clarified that the 
berth reservation charges required to be collected at the rate of 50% only with 
effect from 8 March 95 and the instruction wore issued with the approval of the 
competent authority and at that time the TAMP was not even constituted. The 
TAMP has no authority to quash the order of the Government. 

The licence fee for storage area has been fixed as per the Government 
guidelines and also In terms of Section 49(3) of Major Port Trusts Act, 1963. 

The licensing of JD I and JD V berth of the CHPT was done by an Agreement 
and the licensees - M/s. ACT India, and M/s. T. Arumaidurai & Co., had 
signed the agreement after going through it thoroughly. The parties to the 
Agreement should have raised the objection before signing of the Agreement. 
The Agreement holds good In all respects both for berth reservation charges 
and storage charges according to various clauses, articles and Interpretations 
in the Agreement. 

A copy each of the comments received from the above representative bodies 
of the port users was sent to the CHPT and M/s. ACT India as feed back information. 

6. In view of the fact that the issues involve are exactly the same, this case and 

the case relating to the representation submitted by M/s. T. Arumai Dural & Co., are bracketed 
and taken up together and a joint hearing was held at the CHPT premises on 9 May 2001. The 
CHPT has also participated in the joint hearing. At the joint hearing, the following submissions 
were made: 

M/s. ACT India 

(i). As regards Berth Reservation Charge (BRC) is concerned, the CHPT should 
go by the Agreement. They can not charge 50% in place of 25% and, 
retrospectively at that. 

(II). If the BRC is revised, we can then be required to pay. 

(Hi). A larger Issue involved Is that the notice Inviting tender did not refer to BRC. 
The Agreement can not go against the Tender Notice. 

(iv) . The TAMP can fix BRC. Earlier Government orders can not restrict TAMP's 

authority. 

(v) . There is an en'or in classifying the land allotted to us. We use it for storage 

and not for office accommodation. The CHPT must revise the rate with 
reference to the notified rates. 

(Vi). There is no scope for retrospective revision. The increase from 25% to 50% 
oasts a huge financial burden. Had we known about 50% of increase, we 
might not have come. 

(vii). There is a specific provision about BRC In the Agreement. There is no clause 
about revision of BRC other than through TAMP Order. 

(vill). Tender Notice says, everything is to be according to Scale of Rates. How the 
CHPT say today that some special rate was applied? 


(ii). 

(ill). 


M/». Arumai Dural & Company 

(I). We agree totally with the A C T India. 
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(ii) . We do not come under any particular Berth Reservation Scheme. Any 

Steamer Agents can pay 25% to get a berth reserved. We are a 20 year 
licensee. We can not be equated with any Steamer Agents. 

(iii) . There is a clause in the Agreement which says, if commercial interests are 

crucially affected, both parties can jointly discuss to readjust the terms. We 
want this facility. 

(iv) . We also have the same problem about classification of the lands. Please 

clarify and resolve the dispute. 

The Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) 

(i) . There is specific provision in the BRC Agreement. That issue cannot be 

reopened. 

(ii) . There is also a provision in the Agreement about increasing the 25% BRC. We 

have already sent a proposal to the TAMP. 

(iii) . Government order issued in the year 1995 about raising BRC to 50%i was not 

received by us. We acted in 1999 when we received a reminder. We have 
now retrospectively applied it with reference to the Government directive 
although TAMP had come into being by then. 

(iv) . Rate for land allotment varies with each Agreement. There is no application of 

any notified rate commonly for all cases. 

(v) . This is a deliberate separate arrangement. They signed the Agreement. One 

year iater, they are objecting. It shall not be allowed. 

(vi) . There is a BR Scheme for short periods for any Shipping Agents. M/s. A CT 

India / M/s. T. Arumai Durai have been given the BR facility for much longer 
periods. The two can not be equated. 

Tamil Chamber of Commerce (TCP 

(i) . These are more of legal issues. TAMP may decide. 

(ii) . These Agreements are meant for fuller, proper utilisation of berths. Sudden 

increases like this do not promote such an arrangement. Otherwise, there will 
be arbitration leading to further complication. 

7. Earlier today, this Authority has passed an Order in the matter relating to the 
petition filed by the CHPT for a review of this Authority’s Order dated 22 march 2000 with 
respect to the observations made therein about Berth Reservation Charge. In that case, it has 
already been decided for stated reasons to modify the earlier observation (made in the Order 
dated 22 March 2000) about berth reservation charge remaining static at 25% pf the applicable 
berth hire and allow it to be increased to 50% as ordered by the (then) Ministry of Surface 
Transport. That being so, the CHPT’s arguments about this Authority’s competence to decide 
on Berth Reservation Charges, etc., are not considered again as a part of this case. 

8. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of 
this case, and taking into account the arguments advanced at the joint hearing, the following 
position emerges; 

(i) . M/s. ACT India have been given a 20-year Agreement (with effect from 4 June 

1998) under the Berth Reservation Scheme. 

(ii) . The specific Agreement has incorporated a provision for payment only of a 

25% premium. That the CHPT erred in not incorporating a provision of a 50% 
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premium because of being unaware of the Government Order dated 8 March 1995 
cannot be of much consequence in this context. The CHPT argument that it has to 
apply enhancements retrospectively (with effect from June/July 1998) because it has 
been approved by the Government is not acceptable for the reason that conditions of 
contract (in this case, the Agreements) cannot be revoked or altered (and, 
retrospectively at that) by any one party to the contract. Notwithstanding the existence 
of a valid Government Order on the subject, it cannot supersede a specific condition 
stipulated in the contract (i.e., the Agreement) in accordance with the prevailing Scale 
of Rates. In other words, in this case, the CHPT cannot justifiably enforce (either 
retrospectively, or, even, prospectively) enhancement of the premium rate contrary to 
the arrangement specifically stipulated in the Agreement. 

(iii) . M/s. ACT India argued at the joint hearing that the Berth Reservation Scheme would 

not be relevant since the tender documents relating to their cases did not refer to the 
Berth Reservation Scheme at all. This argument would have been acceptable had they 
not executed subsequently Agreements that cite the Berth Reservation Scheme in 
particular. Having don© that, they will now be estopped from avoiding the Berth 
Reservation Scheme. They will have to be found to be bound by it. if at all. it is only 
the others who failed to win the contracts that can complain about (alleged) deviations 
from arrangements envisaged in the tender documents. Since the subsequent 
references to the Berth Reservation Scheme amount only to introduction of a steady 
long-term arrangement based on considerations not only of payments but equally of 
sustained performance and not of any dilution of the terms and conditions notified 
earlier, this Authority will not also like to take suo motu cognizance of this issue, 

(iv) . M/s. ACT India have represented that the enhanced rate has already been enforced by 

adjustment from the ‘advance payments’ deposited by them with the CHPT. If this has 
indeed happened, in the light of the legal position discussed above, the CHPT will have 
to refund the adjustments so made by it. And, in fairness to the shippers, the petitioner 
(M/s, ACT India) shall pass on this benefit to them if the incidence of this (additional) 
buiden had earlier been shifted to them as claimed at the joint hearing by the MCCI. 

iv). The petitioner had also represented about the License Fee for the transit sheds and 
their back-up p.rens being far i.n excess of the rates nctifiect in the Scale of Rates. 
Wh'le this claim is factually correct, the CHPT has explained it away by saying that it is 
oiTy strictly following the rates specified in the Agreement. The confusion has arisen, 
as suggested by the HCC at the joint hearing, due to inherent contradictions in the 
Agreement, m this case by a statement in Clause (h) of Article-lll ('License and 
Authority') which stipulates that the transit shed and its back-up area "shall be provided 
to Licensee for Storage and handling of their cargo mix, at the License Fee 
applicable as per the Scale of Rates”. This general clause (h) is contradicted by 
Clause i-6) which is a specific ciause for 'license fee for transit shed and its back-up 
area which states that "the license tee . . is enclosed m Schedule-I which shall be 
paid by the L.icensee and such fee is payable in advance before commencement of 
each yecVKr for Beith". Tiie legal position will be that both the Licensor and the 

Licensee in this c.ase wii! be bound by the conditions of contract contained in the 
specific Agreement. The affected party cannot choose to follow this dictum only in 
respect of the Berth Reser'/ation Sctieme wtiere it suits them to do so and choose to 
go under the Scale of v.-'her? i* d-'es not suit th.^^^rr,. Application the pmvisi-o.ns 
of the Agreements have to be consistent in respect of both the issues. Vv'hile it is 
true that the genera’ Cause (h) in Article-ilf of the Agreement has caused (avoidable) 
confusion, the specific Clause ) relating to ‘license fee for transit shed and its back¬ 
up area' will have to oe fouuri to aave an over-riding impact. That being so, tnere is no 
substance in the ''epre-c-ntaticn in this regs'd. 
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(vi) . At the joint hearing, a reference was made to an error in the classification of 

the land allotted; the land allotted for cargo storage has been treated as land 
for office accommodation. This is a plain factual matter not involving any issue 
for adjudication. This Authority accordingly advises the CHPT to get the area 
inspected for a (final) settlement of facts. 

(vii) . The petitioner has sought to invoke the clause that provides for re-adjustment 

of terms based on a joint discussion where commercial interests are crucially 
affected. In the light of the analysis given above, it will not be necessary to 
pursue this proposition at all. 


(viii). Although the case of the Bengal Tiger Lines is not one of the contentious 
components of these proceedings, reference has also been made to their 
Agreement under the Berth Reservation Scheme; and, in their context, a 
suggestion has been made that the Port must give 'volume discounts’ for 
better performance just as it imposed ‘penalties’ for under-performance. Since 
the Berth Reservation Scheme in ail its details is not under scrutiny in these 
proceedings, this Authority does not go into these details. That can happen as 
and when this Authority decided to take up the Berth Reservation Scheme / 
berth reservation charge for substantive consideration. But, significantly, at the 
joint hearing in this case on 18 June 2001, the CHPT responded positively to 
this suggestion to say that there can be a review of the Berth Reservation 
Scheme to introduce this incentive. For the time being, therefore, it is decided 
that this issue may be left for the Lines to take up this thread towards further 
negotiations with the CHPT. 

9. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority decides the following: 


(i) . The representation of M/s. ACT India against enhancement of the berth 

reservation charge was accepted; and, the CHPT is required to make 
appropriate refunds to the petitioner. 

(ii) . The representation of M/s. ACT India about excessive charge of ‘licence fee 

for transit shed and its back-up area’ is rejected. 

(iii) . The CHPT is advised to get the storage area inspected for a (final) settlement 

of the dispute about classification of the land allotted. 

(iv) . The CHPT is also advised to make appropriate amendments to Clause (h) 

under Article-Ill of the Agreement form so as to eliminate the apparent 
antithesis to Clause (i.) ibid so that such cases in future do not encounter this 
anomalous situation. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[No. ADVTyi43/200l/Exty.] 
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